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50 CFR Part 17

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife
and Plants; Determination of
Endangered Status for Ptilimnium
nodosum

AGENCY: Fish andWildlife Services,
Interior.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: TheServicedetermines
Ptilimniumnodosum(harperella)asan
endangeredspecies,underthe authority
of theEndangeredSpeciesAct of 1973,
as amended(Act).Thisannualplant,
which is a memberof thecarrotfamily,
occursinAlabama,Georgia,North and
SouthCarolina,WestVirginia, and
Maryland.P. nodosumhasbeen
eliminatedfrom overhalfof its known
historicalpopulationsitesrangewide.
Noneof thetencurrentlyknownviable
populationsis in Federalownershipor
otherpermanentlyprotectedstatus,
althoughTheNatureConservancyhas
aneasementon asmallportionof one
populationin WestVirginia andis
tryingto protectpopulationsinother
States.ThisactionimplementsFederal
protectionprovidedby the Act for
Ptiimniumnodosum.
EFFECTIVE DATE: October28, 1988.
ADDRESSES: The completefile for this
ruleis availablefor publicInspection,by
appointment,during normalbusiness
hoursat EcologicalServicesField
Office,1825Virginia Street,Annapolis,
Maryland21401.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT
JudyJacobs,EndangeredSpecies
Biologistat theaboveaddress(301/289-.
5448).
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background
In 1902Dr. RolandM. Harper

discovereda previouslyundescribed
plantgrowing in a shallowpineland
pondin SchleyCounty,Georgia.Three
yearslater,Dr. Harpercollectedwhat
appearedto bea second,closelyrelated

speciesfroma rockstreambedin
DeKaIbCounty,Alabama.Theseplants
werenamedHarpereianodosaand
Harpereiofluviatilis respectively,in
honorof theirdiscoverer(Rose1905,
1911).Mathias(1936)notedthatdespite

— their verydifferentleafstructure,these
plantswerenotgenericallydistinctfrom
membersof thegenusPtllimnizjm.Thus,
they becamePtiimniumnodosumand
P.fluviatile, althoughtheyare8till
referredto by thecommonname,
harperella.

In a recentexaminationof thesetaxa,
Kral (1981)concludedthat their
observabledifferencesin morphology
andphenologywerevery likely dueto
environmentalfactors,ratherthanto
inherentgeneticdifferences.This is
supportedby theobservationthatboth
formshavesix chromosomepairs
(Easterly1957).Kral (1981)observed
that the riverineform, P.fluviatile, is
shorteranddevelopsrootsat thenodes,
probablybecausetheplantsare
frequentlyinundatedandtoppledby
swift-flowing waterin the stream
situationsthey inhabit.Conversely,the
taller, erectandnon-proliferousplant8
referredto asP. nodosumoccurin the
fringeof grassandsedgearoundponds,
wherethey areless likely to beknocked
downby floodwaters.That these
morphologicaldifferenceswere
environmentallyinducedwas
particularlyevidentto Kral (1981)in the
Little River populationof “P. fluviatile”
in Alabama;there,the plantsfrom the
higherseepareas,wherefloodingis
infrequent,weremoreclearlyassignable
to the “P. nodosurn” type.Differencesin
floweringtimebetweenthepondand
river formsarealsolikely dueto
environmentalfactors,suchas
differencesin temperatureand timeof
flooding(R. Kral, VanderbiltUniversity,
pers.comm., 1987).Becausethereis no
apparentway to takeinto accounttheir
variationandyet to distinguishthetwo
taxa,KraI (1981)synonymizedthe two
underP. nodosum,the earliername.In
this rule, theServicefollows Kral’s
treatment;thus,referencesto P.
nodosumwill bemeantto includeP.
fluviutile, unlessotherwiseindicated.

P. nodosurn, anannualplant, Is a
memberof thecarrot family (Apiaceae)
thatgrowsto a heightof 0.2—1.0meter.
Unlike thoseof themorecommon
membersof thisgenus,the leavesof P.

nodosumarereducedtohollow, quill-
like structures.Thesmall whiteflowers
occurinheadsnotunlike thoseof
“QueenAnneslace” (Daucuscarota),
andmayappearfromMay to frost.P.
nodosumtypically occursin two habitat
types:(1) Rocky orgravelshoalsand
marginsof clear,swift-flowing stream
sections,and(2) the edgesof
intermittentpinelandpondsor low, wet
savannahmeadowsin thecoastalplain
(Kral 1983). In Georgia,theonly known
extantpopulationoccurson a granite
outcropseep.Thisseeminglyatypical
settingactuallyhasa waterregimenot
unlike thatof morecharacteristicpond
habitatfor this plant (Rawinskiand
Cassin1986).

Harperellais alwaysfoundon
saturatedsubstratesandreadily
toleratesperiodic,moderateflooding.
This tolerancemay,in fact,beof key
importanceto theplant’ssurvival,for
few potential competitorsareadaptedto
suchwaterfluctuations.In riverine
situations,short-durationspringfloods
annuallyscourthegravelbarsor rock
creviceswhereP. nodosumgrows,
preventingsubstantialsoil
accumulationsinwhich weedy
competitorsmight gaina foothold.When
floodwaterssubsideharperellaseeds
germinatein shallow,rockyareasand
completetheir life cyclewith theirroot
systemssubmergedor saturated.
Similarly,pondsitesarenormally full of
waterin thespringand,dependingon
therainfall, oftenwell into thesummer.
Theplantshavecompletedtheirlife
cycle by latesummeror fall, whenthe
pondsare oftendevoidof standing
waterandcompetingspecieshave
movedin. As in theriverinesituation,it
appearsthatP. nodosurn hassurvived
by its adaptationto changingwater
levelsthatfew otherplantscantolerate.

Becauseof its veryspecifichabitat
requirements,harperellacanbe easily
extirpatedfrom anareaevenby
seeminglyminorperturbations.In
riverinesituations,for example,
prolongedor intensifiedflooding, asa
resultof upstreamlandusechanges,
couldwashawayits substrateand its
seedbank.Conversely,reductionsor
lackof flooding, asfrom upstream
impoundments,coulddecreasethe
species’competitiveedgeovermore
commonstreamsideplants.In pond
situations,ditchinganddrainingfor
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irrigation and/oragriculturewould beof
obviousdetrimentto harperella.
Conversiontopermanentpondscould
alsoeliminatethis species.Additional
threatsfacingP. nodosurninclude
siltation of its streamhabitatfrom
constructionandmining activities
upsteam.habitatloss resultingfrom
bankstabilizationandlandowner
accessto waterfront,andwaterquality
degradationfrom excessivenutrient
loadingof streams.

Becauseharperellagenerallyoccursin
areaswith a highpotentialforhuman
use,thesethreatshavealready
impactedP. nodosumat various
locationsthroughoutits range.In
Alabama,oneof thethreeknown
historicsitesfor thespeciesis undera
reservoirandanotherhasbeen
eliminatedby excessivesiltationand
waterqualitydegradation(R. Kral, pers.
comm;pers.obs.).Numerouscoastal
plain pondsin SouthCarolinaand
Georgia,includingthetype locality,
havebeendrainedor otherwiseseverely
disturbed.In WestVirginia. ten
thousandplantsweredestroyedin 1984
by constructionat a housing
subdivision.Throughoutits range,over
50 percentof theknownharperella
populationshavebeendestroyed.

Stateheritageprogramsand
interestedindividualshaveconducted
intensivesearchesfor P. nodosum.In
WestVirginia, over260 miles of stream
habitat,comprisingnearlyall the
suitablehabitatsin theState,havebeen
checked(R. Bartgis,WestVirginia
NaturalHeritageProgram,pers.comm.,
1987); In Marylandalso,surveyshave
beenmadeof nearlyall knownsuitable
habitatsfor thespecies(D. Boone,
MarylandHeritageProjectpers.comm.
1987),andin SouthCarolina,a totalof
360 coastalplainpondshavebeen
examinedinaneffort to locatethisplant
(D. Rayner,SouthCarolinaHeritage
Trust pers.comm.,1987). In Georgia
extensivesearcheshavebeenmadeof
bothgraniteoutcropsandcoastalplain
ponds(T. Patrick,GeorgiaNatural
HeritageInventory;R. Carter,Valdosta
StateCollege,pers.comms.1987).
GeorgiaandAlabamasectionsof the
Little Riverhavealsobeenchecked(D.
Whetstone,JacksonvilleState
Universitypers.comm.1987).Despite
thesesearches,Ptilimniumnodosumis
presentlyknown from only ten
populationsrangewide.Theseinclude
six streampopulations,in Alabama
(Dekalb Co.), Maryland(AlleganyCo.),
North Carolina(oneeachin Granville
andChathamCos.) andWestVirginia
(two MorganCo.) and fourpond
populations,in Georgia(oneknown
extant,in GreeneCo.)andSouth

Carolina(threeviablepopulationsin
Aiken andSaludaCos. Thespeciesmay
be presentin smallnumbersat two
additionalsitesin SouthCarolina,but
its presencehasnotbeenconfirmed
recentlyand thesearenot consideredto
havelong-termviability). Stream
populationstypically consistof tensof
thousandsof individualspatchily
distributedalongshortstreamsections.
Locationof thesepatchesandnumberof
individualsmaychangefromyearto
year.Pondpopulationsaremore
spatiallypredictableand typically
numberin thehundreds.However,
numbersof individualsin these
populationstoomayfluctuate
considerablyfrom yearto year.

Federalgovernmentactionson this
speciesbeganasa resultof section12 of
theEndangeredSpeciesAct of 1973,
which directedtheSecretaryof the
SmithsonianInstitutionto preparea
reporton thoseplantsconsideredto be
endangered,threatened,or extinct.This
report(HouseDocumentNo. 94—51)was
presentedto Congresson January9,
1975.

TheServicepublisheda noticein the
July 1, 1975,FederalRegister(40FR
27823),of its acceptanceof thereportof
theSmithsonianInstitutionasa petition
within thecontextof section4(c)(2)
(petitionprovisionsarenow foundin
section4(b)(3))of theAct andits
intentiontherebyto reviewthestatusof
theplant taxanamedtherein.On June
16, 1976,theServicepublisheda
proposalin theFederalRegister(41FR
24523), to determineapproximately1700
vascularplant taxato beendangered
speciespursuantto section4 of theAct.
PtilimniumnodosumandP. fluviatile)
wereincludedin theJuly1, 1975,and
June1978FederalRegisterdocuments,
Generalcommentsreceivedin relation
to the 1978proposalweresummarizedin
anApril 28, 1978,FederalRegister
publication(43 FR 17909).The
EndangeredSpeciesAct Amendmentsof
1978requiredthat all proposalsover2
yearsold bewithdrawn.A 1-yeargrace
periodwasgiven to proposalsalready
over2 yearsold. In theDecember10,
1979,FederalRegister(44FR 70796), the
Servicepublisheda noticeof
withdrawalof theJune6, 1976,proposal,
alongwith four otherproposalsthat had
expired.

On December15, 1980,theService
publishedin theFederalRegistera
revisedNoticeof ReviewforNative
Plants(45FR 82480).P. nodosumandP.
fluviatile wereincludedin thatnoticeas
Category2 species.Category2 includes
thosetaxafor whichlisting as
endangeredor threatenedspeciesmay
be warrantedbut for which substantial

dataon biological vulnerabilityand
threatsis notcurrentlyknownor on file
to supportproposedrules.On November
28, 1983,theServicepublishedin the
FederalRegistera supplementto the
Noticeof ReviewforNative Plants(48
FR 53640);the plantnoticewasagain
revisedSeptember27, 1985(50FR
39526).PtiimniumnodosumandP.
fluviatilewereincludedin bothof these
revisionsasCategory2 species.As
statedabove,the Servicenowconsiders
theseto be a singlespecies,Ptilimnium
nodosurn.

In 1985 the Servicecontractedwith
TheNatureConservancy’sEastern
RegionalOffice to conductstatussurvey
work on Ptilimniumnodosum(including
P.fluviatile)andseveralotherFederal
candidatespecies.Theirreport
(RawinsklandCassin1986)andother
information indicatethat.P. nodosurn
andP.fluviatile areappropriately
considereda singletaxon,that the
numberof extantsitesfor P. nodosurn
hasdeclinedsignificantly,andthat there
is a highdegreeof threatto remaining
populations.

Section4(b)(3)(B) of theEndangered
SpeciesAct, asamendedin1982,
requirestheSecretaryto makecertain
findingson pendingpetitionswithin 12
monthsof their receipt.Section2(b)(1)of
the1982amendmentsfurther requires
that all petitionspendingon October13,
1982,betreatedashaving beennewly
submittedon thatdate.Thiswasthe
casefor Ptiimniumnodosurn,because
the1975Smithsonianreporthadbeen
acceptedasa petition.On October13,
1983;October12, 1984;October11, 1985;
October10, 1986;andOctober11, 1987,
theServicefoundthat the petitioned
listing of Ptiimniuxnnodosurnwas
warrantedbutprecludedby otherlisting
actionsof a higherpriority andthat
additionaldataon vulnerability and
threatswerestill beinggathered.On
February25, 1988,theServicepublished
in theFederalRegistera proposaltolist
Ptilimniumnodosumasanendanger
species(53 FR5736).Thatproposal
constitutedthefinal finding requiredby
theEndangeredSpeciesAct.

Summaryof Commentsand
Recommendations

In theFebruary25, 1988,proposed
rule, all interestedpartieswere
requestedto submitfactual reportsor
informationthatmight contributeto the
developmentof afinal rule.Copiesof
theFebruary25, 1988,proposedrule
weresentto appropriateFederaland
Stateag2ncies,countyofficials,
scientificorganizationsandother
interestedparties,with a.requestto
provide factualinformationthat might
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contributetothedevelopmentof a final
rule. Newspapernoticesinviting
commentfrom thegeneralpublic were
publishedin theAikenStandard(Aiken,
SouthCarolina),Atlanta Constitution
(Atlanta,Georgia),DurhamHerald
(Durham,North Carolina),Fort Payne
Times-Journal(Ft. Payne,Alabama),
HagerstownHerald (Hagerstown,
Maryland),andMartinsburgEvening
Journal (Martinsburg,WestVirginia). As
a resultof thesenotifications,eight
commentswerereceived.Fourof these
commentswerefrom stateagencies,two
were fromprivatesectorconservation
groupsandtwo from privateindividuals.

Theconservationgroups,namely,The
NatureConservancyand theMaryland
EnviromentalTrust, wroteIn full
supportof the listing actionand
indicatedtheirwillingnessto assistwith
furtherconservationefforts for
harperella.TheWestVirginia,
Maryland,andNorth Carolina
Departmentsof NaturalResourcesalso
indicatedthat they fully supportthis
listing. Twoof theseletterspointedout
additionalpotentialthreatsto
harperella,asfollows.

Preliminaryplanninghasbegunfor
thedevelopmentof anindustrialplant
upstreamof theharperellapopulationon
theDeepRiver in North Carolina,This
projectcouldalterthehydrology ofthe
river. Secondly,in WestVirginia, the
Departmentof Commerceis considering
proposalsto constructa skiresort
developmentat CacaponStatePark,
whichmight require thediversionof
waterfrom theCacaponRiver forwinter
snowmakingandsummerirrigation of
thePark’sgolf course.Thisalsohasthe
potentialforalteringthehydrologyof
theriver, therebypotentiallyimpacting
harperella.The two lettersfromprivate
citizenswererelatedto thisprojectIn
WestVirginia. Bothexpressed
oppositionto the listing on thebasisthat
this actionwould interferewith the
developmentof the stateparkfacilities,
thusadverselyimpactingeconomic
growth andorderlydevelopmentof this
areaof MorganCounty.Section4 of the
EndangeredSpeciesAct as amended
(Act) andregulationssetforth to
interpretand implementthis section,
requirethatlisting determinationsbe
madesolelyon thebasisof thebest
availableinformation regardinga
species~status,without referenceto
economicor otherimpactsof sucha
determination.The information
presentlyavailableon theseprojectsis
not8ufficient to assessimpactsto
harperellaat this time. If thereis
Federalinvolvementwith theseprojects,
it is likely that theywill require
consultation,asspecifiedin section7 of

the Act. Theseprojectsmight require
modificationsto accommodatethe
needsofharperella;however,it has
beentheexperienceof the Servicethat
nearlyall section7 consultationsare
resolvedso thatthespeciesis protected
and theprojectobjectivesaremet.

Summaryof FactorsAffecting the
Species

After a thoroughreview and
considerationof all information
available,theServicehasdetermined
thatharperellashouldbeclassifiedas
anendangeredspecies.Section4(a)(1)
of theEndangeredSpeciesAct (16
U.S.C.1513etseq.)andregulations(50
CFR Part424)promulgatedto Implement
the listing provisionsof theAct were
followed. A speciesmaybe determined
to be anendangeredor threatened
speciesdueto oneor moreof thefive
factorsdescribedin section4(a)(1).
Thesefactorsand theirapplicationto
Ptilimniumnodosum(Rose)Mathies
(harperella)areasfollows:
A. ThePresentor Threatened
Destruction,Modification, or
CurtailmentofitsHabitatorRange

Theeffectsof humanactivitiesupon
thehabitattypesin whichPtiimnium
nodosumoccurshaveresultedIn the
permanenteliminationof theplantand
its habitat in manylocationsthroughout
its range.In Alabama,siltation,
eutrophicationandanImpoundment
haveeliminatedtheplant from two of its
threeknownhistoric localities.In
GeorgiaandSouthCarolina,at least
fourPtiimniumnodosumpopulations
wereobliteratedwhenthepondsthey
inhabitedweredrainedandconverted
to agricultureorotherwiseseverly
disturbed.Of thefive populations
knownto remainin SouthCarolina,two
havebeensoseverelydisturbedthat
theyareno longerconsideredviable (D.
Rayner,pers.comm.).In WestVirginia,
anestimatedtenthousandharperella
plantswererecentlydestroyedduring
constructionof a vacationhome
subdivision(Rawinski andCassin1986).
Approximately90 percentof theplants
remainingat this siteare now restricted
to a 300-footsectionof stream,where
they arevulnerableto tramplingand/or
streamsidealterations.

Othercasesof habitatdisruptionmay
be less obviousyet no lessdetrimental
to theplants.Harperellapopulations
occurringat Harper’sFerry,West
Virginia in the1830’sandat Hancock.
Maryland, in theearly1900’shavebeen
eliminated,probablyby industrial
developmentandthe operationof
riversidecanalsandrailroads.Water
qualitydegradationmay alsobe
threateningcertainstreampopulations

of harperella.The stretchof the Little
River in which it occursin Alabama
may bereceivingbothexcessive
nutrientloadingfrom insufficient
sewagetreatmentandacidrunoff from
unreclaimedsurfacemines.This
populationis also threatenedby the
existenceupstreamof two unstable
impoundmentsthat could breakand
eliminateordegraderemaining
harperellahabitatin Alabama(D.
Whetstone,pers.comm).Maryland’s
oneknown harperellapopulationwas
threatenedby siltation andrunoff
associatedwith the constructionof a
highwaynearby.Althoughcorrective
measureshavebeentaken,it is not
certainthat the threatto this sitehas
beentotally eliminated.Additional
potential threatsthathavecometo light
includethedevelopmentolanindustrial
plant upstreamof theharperella
populationon theDeepRiver In North
Carolinaandthe proposedwater
withdrawalfrom theCacaponRiver
associatedwith thedevelopmentsat
CacaponStateParkin WestVirginia.

Theestimatedloss of 50 percentof
knownpopulationsof Ptilimnium
nodosummayactuallybeconservative;
the specieswasknown historicallyfrom
a few traditional“good” collecting
spots,butsinceit occupieshabitat types
thathavebeensoextensivelyalteredby
humanactivities, it is likely thatother
populationsweredestroyedwithout
beingdiscovered.

B. Overutiizationfor Commercial,
Recreational,Scientificor Educational
Purposes

Harperellahasnotbeena targetfor
collection,sinceIt is notashowyplant
andwouldnot surviveundernormal
gardenconditions.Althoughthe plant
hasbeencollectedfor scientificstudy,
this doesnotconstitutea threatfor the
species.

C. DiseaseorPredation

In its pondhabitat,P.nodosummay
occasionallybe subjectto grazingor
trampling,whereit occursalongthe
marginsofpondsthathavebeenaltered
for useby livestock.However,the
disruptionof Its habitat,ratherthan any
occasionalgrazing,posesthe more
severethreat.Diseaseis notknownto
bea problemfor this species.

D. TheInadequacyofExisting
RegulatoryMechanisms

Ptiimniumnodosumis notknown to
occuron Federalland andpresently
receivesno protectionunderany
Federallaw.The species’habitat
receiveslimited protectionundersection
404 of the FederalWaterPollution
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Control Act; however,section404 does
not assurethat thehabitatof anunlisted
specieswill notbeadverselymodified.
Somepopulationsdo occuron State-
ownedland, in streamsoverwhich
Stateshavejurisdiction,oron preserves
ownedby TheNatureConservancy.In
North CarolinaandMaryland.theplant
isprotectedfrom tradeand
unauthorizedtake.However,exceptin
Maryland,whereit receiveslimited
protection,it is notprotectedfrom
habitatloss, theprimarythreattoits
survival.TheNatureConservancyand
StateNaturalHeritagePrograms,
particularlyin WestVirginia andSouth
Carolina,havebeenactivelypursuing
botheasementsandvoluntary
protectionagreementswith landowners.
Theagreements,while potentiallyvery
usefulin protectingtheplants,haveno
legalauthority.

E. OtherNaturalorManmadeFactors
Affectingits ContinuedExistence

In WestVirginia, theexoticgrass
Arthraxonhispidusis seenasa
potentialcompetitortoP.nodosum.
Overthepastdecade,thisaggressive
Asianintroductionhasbecome
widespreadin manypartsof theState.
As an annual,it cancompetedirectly
with harperellaforoccupationof
ephemeralhabitats;withoutcontrol,A.
hispiduscouldoverrunandlocally
extirpateharperella.

TheServicehascarefullyassessedthe
bestscientific andcommercial
informationavailableregardingthepast,
present,andfuturethreatsfacedby this
speciesin determiningto makethis rule
final.Basedon thisevaluation,the
preferredactionis to list Ptilimnium
nodosumasendangered.At leasteight
populationsareknowntohavebeen
destroyed,andoverhalfof the
remainingknownpopulations,together
constitutingover95 percentof the
knownindividuals,arefacedwith
continuinghabitatdegradation.
Although streampopulationsmaybe
largein termsof numberof individuals.
destructionordegradationof their
habitatwouldbeequallyeffectiveat
extirpatingthemregardlessof their
number.

CriticalHabitat
Section4(a)(3)of theAct, asamended,

requiresthat to themaximumextent
prudentanddeterminable,theSecretary
designateanyhabitatof a specieswhich
is consideredto becritical habitatat the
time thespeciesIs determinedto be
endangeredor threatened.The Service
finds thatdesignationof critical habitat
is not prudentfor Pti/imniumnodosum.
In its pondhabitats,if its locationwere
specificallydelineated,asthoughthe

publicationof critical habitatmaps,it
couldbeeasilyextirpatedby vandalsor
curiosity seekers.Becauseit doesnot
occuron Federalland,suchtaking
would notbeprohibitedby the
EndangeredSpeciesAct. In stream
situationsalso,theseplantswould be
vulnerableto vandalismif the stream
sectionsin which they occurwere
specificallylocated.The Stateagencies
andlandownersinvolved in managing
thehabitatof this specieshavebeen
informedof theplant’sgenerallocations
andof the importanceofprotection.
Therefore,thedeterminationof critical
habitatwould notbeprudent,andno
additionalbenefitwould resultfrom it.

AvailableConservationMeasures
Conservationmeasuresprovidedto

specieslistedasendangeredor
threatenedundertheEndangered
SpeciesAct includerecognition,
recoveryactions,requirement8for
Federalprotection,andprohibitions
againstcertainpractices.Recognition
throughlisting encouragesandresultsin
conservationactionsby Federal,State,
andprivateagencies,groups,and
individuals.TheEndangeredSpecies
Act providesforpossibleland
acquisitionandcooperationwith the
Statesandrequiresrecoveryactionsbe
carriedout for all listedspecies.Such
actionsareinitiatedby theService
following listing. Theprotectionrequired
of Federalagenciesandtheprohibitions
againsttaking arediscussed,in part,
below,

Section7(a) of the Act,as amended,
requiresFederalagenciestoevaluate
their actionswith respectto anyspecies
that is proposedor listedasendangered
or threatenedandwith respectto its
critical habitat.Regulations
implementingthis interagency
cooperationprovisionof theAct are
codified at 50 CFRPart402.Section
7(a)[2)requiresFederalagenciesto
ensurethatactivities theyauthorize,
fund, or carryoutarenot likely to
jeopardizethecontinuedexistenceof a
listedspeciesor to destroyor adversely
modify its criticalhabitat.If a Federal
actionmayaffect a listedspeciesor its
critical habitat,theresponsibleFederal
agencymustenterinto formal
consultationwith theService.

At present,theServicehasnot
identifiedanyongoingprojectswith
Federalinvolvementknown to have
potentialimpactstoP. nodosum.The
Marylandpopulationis beingmonitored
by MarylandNaturalHeritageProgram
biologiststo ensurethe effectivenessof
erosioncontrolmeasuresassociated
with theconstructionof Route48 in
WesternMaryland.Thebiologyand
dynamicsof thispopulationarealso

being studied.Otherfederallyfundedor
permittedactionswhich couldaffect this
plant include,butarenot limited to, SCS
watershedmanagementactivities.
FERC-permittedhydroelectricprojects,
constructionprojectsinvolving Federal
HighwayAdministrationor Farmers
HomeAdministrationfunds,or those
within the jurisdictionof theCorpsof
Engineers.

TheAct andits implementing
regulationsfoundat 50 CFR17.61,17.62,
and17.63setforth a seriesof general
tradeprohibitionsandexceptionsthat
apply to all endangeredplants.All trade
prohibitionsof section9(a)(2)of theAct.
implementedby 50 CFR17.61,would
apply.Theseprohibitions,inpart, would
makeit illegal for anypersonsubjectto
the jurisdictionof theUnitedStatesto
import or export,transportin interstate
or foreigncommercein thecourseof a
commercialactivity, sellor offer for sale
this speciesin interstateor foreign
commerce,or to removeandreduceto
possessionthe speciesfrom areasunder
Federaljurisdiction.Certainexceptions
canapply to agentsof theServiceand
Stateconservationagencies.TheAct
and50 CFR17.62and17.63alsoprovide
for the issuanceof permits to carryout
otherwiseprohibitedactivitiesinvolving
endangeredspecieswidercertain
circumstances.In the caseof Ptilimnium
nodosum,it is anticipatedthat few trade
permitswould everbesoughtor issued
sincethespeciesis not commonin
cultivation or in thewild. Requestsfor
copiesof the regulationsonplantsand
inquiries regardingthemmaybe
addressedto theOfficeof Management
Authority, U.S.FishandWildlife
Service,P.O.Box 27329,Washington,DC
20038(202/343—4955).

National EnvironmentalPolicy Act

TheFishandWildlife Servicehas
determinedthatan Environmental
Assessment,asdefinedunderthe
authorityof theNational Environmental
PolicyAct of 1969, neednot beprepared
in connectionwith regulationsadopted
pursuantto section4(a) of the
EndangeredSpeciesAct of 1973,as
amended.A noticeoutliningthe
Service’sreasonsfor this determination
waspublishedin theFederalRegisteron
October25, 1983(48FR 49244).
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List of SubjectsIn 50 CFRPart17

Endangeredand threatenedwildlife,
Fish,Marine mammals,Plants
(agriculture).

RegulationPromulgation

Accordingly,Part17, SubchapterB of
ChapterI, Title 50 of theCodeof Federal
Regulations,Is amendedassetforth
below:

PART 17—(AMENDEDI

1. Theauthoritycitation for Part17
continuesto readas follows:

Authority: Pub. L 93—205.87Stat,884: Pub.
L. 94—359, 90Stat.911: Pub.L 95—632, 92 Stat.
3751: Pub.L 98-159.93 Stat.1225: Pub.L 97-.
304,96 Stat.1411 (18U.S.C. 1531 etseq.):Pub.
L 99—625.100 Stat.3500 (1986),unless
otherwisenoted.

2. Amend § 17.12(h)by adding the
following, In alphabeticalorderunder
the Family Apiaceae,to theList of
EndangeredandThreatenedPlants:

§ 17.12
plants.

Endangeredandthreatened

* * * *

(h) * *

I’tistodc range Status WheaInted S~~5I
Scientificname Commonname

Aplaceae—ParsleyFamily

PtilimMini nodosum (~P.
mn~.

Haiperelia ...~..._ U.S.A. (AL., G~MD. NC, SC, WV)... E 332 NA NA

Dated:September2, 1988.
SusanRecce,
ActingAssistantSecretoryforFish and
WildlifeandParks.
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